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भाग 1 


विज्ञप्ति - अवकाश, नियुक्ति , स्थान -नियुक्ति, स्थानान्तरण, अधिकार और दूसरे वैयक्तिक नोटिस 

सचिवालय प्रशासन ( अधि 0 ) अनुभाग -1 

प्रोन्नति / विज्ञप्ति 


12 मार्च, 2014 ई ० 


संख्या 698 / XXXI( 1)/ 2014- तात्कालिक प्रभाव से श्री संजय अग्रवाल , समीक्षा अधिकारी (लेखा) को 
नियमित चयनोपरान्त उत्तराखण्ड सचिवालय के अन्तर्गत अनुभाग अधिकारी (लेखा) वेतनमान ₹ 15600-39100 ग्रेड 
वेतन ₹ 5400 के रिक्त पदों पर अस्थाई रूप से पदोन्नत किये जाने की श्री राज्यपाल महोदय सहर्ष स्वीकृति प्रदान 
करते हैं : 


-- 


2 . 


उक्त पदोन्नति के फलस्वरूप श्री अग्रवाल को 01 वर्ष की विहित परिवीक्षा पर रखा जाता है । 


3 . 


4 . 


श्री अग्रवाल के अनुभाग अधिकारी ( लेखा) के पद पर तैनाती के आदेश पृथक से निर्गत किये जायेंगे । 

उक्त प्रोन्नति उत्तराखण्ड राज्य हेतु होने वाले अंतिम आवंटन के अधीन है । भारत सरकार द्वारा राज्य परामर्शीय 
समिति की संस्तुतियों के अनुसार यदि उ0 प्र 0 सचिवालय के अन्य कर्मी उत्तराखण्ड राज्य को आवंटित होते हैं तो 
तपरिणाम से वरिष्ठता प्रभावित होने की स्थिति में इन आदेशों को तत्क्रम में निर्धारित होने वाली वरिष्ठता के आधार 
पर यथा आवश्यक परिवर्तित / प्रत्यावर्तित किया जायेगा । 


आज्ञा से , 


सी ० एम ० एस ० बिष्ट , 

सचिव । 


सचिवालय प्रशासन विभाग 


कार्यभार प्रमाणक 


12 मार्च, 2014 ई ० 


संख्या 854 / 14 - प्रमाणित किया जाता है कि सचिवालय प्रशासन विभाग ( अधि0 ) अनुभाग -1 उत्तराखण्ड 
सचिवालय के प्रोन्नति / विज्ञप्ति संख्या 698 / XXXI (1 )/ 2014, दिनांक 12 मार्च, 2014 के क्रम में जैसा कि इसमें 
व्यक्त किया गया है, के आधार पर आज दिनांक 12 मार्च, 2014 के पूर्वान्ह में अनुभाग अधिकारी (लेखा) के पद 
पर कार्यभार ग्रहण किया गया है । 


अवमोचक अधिकारी, 


प्रतिहस्ताक्षरित 
सी ० एम ० एस ० बिष्ट , 


संजय अग्रवाल , 


सचिव , 


अनुभाग अधिकारी (लेखा) 


सचिवालय प्रशासन विभाग । 


भाग 1] 
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वन एवं पर्यावरण विभाग 


कार्यभार प्रमाण - पत्र 


23 मई , 2014 ई ० 


पत्रांक 64 / वन एवं पर्यावरण विभाग / 2014 - अपर सचिव , कार्मिक उत्तराखण्ड शासन के अर्द्धशा० प ० सं ० 
संख्या -784 / xxx- 1-2014, दिनांक 22 मई , 2014 के क्रम में अधोहस्ताक्षरी द्वारा अपर सचिव, पर्यावरण एवं ठोस 
अपशिष्ट निवारण विभाग के पद पर आज दिनांक 23-05-2014 को पूर्वान्ह् में कार्यभार ग्रहण कर लिया है । 


मनोज चन्द्रन 


प्रतिहस्ताक्षरित 

एस0 रामास्वामी, 
प्रमुख सचिव , वन, पर्यावरण एवं 

ठोस अपशिष्ट निवारण 


उत्तराखण्ड शासन । 


सचिवालय प्रशासन ( अधि 0 ) अनुभाग -1 


कार्यभार प्रमाणक 


28 फरवरी, 2014 ई ० 


. 


संख्या 582 / XXXI(1)/ 2014- उत्तराखण्ड शासन सचिवालय प्रशासन ( अधि 0) अनुभाग -1 के प्रोन्नति / विज्ञप्ति 
संख्या 582 / xxxi(1)/2014, दिनांक 28 फरवरी, 2014 जैसा कि यहाँ व्यक्त किया गया है , के अनुपालन में दिनांक 
28 फरवरी , 2014 की अपरान्ह में प्रमुख निजी सचिव (वेतनमान ₹ 15600-39100 ग्रेड वेतन ₹ 7600 ) पद पर कार्यभार 
ग्रहण कर लिया है । 


प्रतिहस्ताक्षरित 
श्री सुरेन्द्र सिंह नेगी, 

मंत्री, 
उत्तराखण्ड सरकार । 


आर0 एस 0 देव , 
प्रमुख निजी सचिव , 

मा 0 मंत्री, 
श्री सुरेन्द्र सिंह नेगी। 


पी ०एस० यू० ( आर0 ई 0) 27 हिन्दी गजट / 481 – भाग 1-2014 ( कम्प्यूटर / रीजियो) । 
मुद्रक एवम् प्रकाशक - अपर निदेशक , राजकीय मुद्रणालय , उत्तराखण्ड, रुड़की । 


पंजीकृत संख्या - यू0 ए 0 / डी 0 ओ0 / डी 0 डी 0 एन 0 / 30 / 2012-14 

( लाइसेन्स टू पोस्ट विदाउट प्रीपेमेन्ट ) 


सरकारी गजट, उत्तराखण्ड 


उत्तराखण्ड सरकार द्वारा प्रकाशित 


रुड़की, शनिवार , दिनांक 05 जुलाई, 2014 ई0 ( आषाढ़, 14, 1936 शक सम्वत् ) 


भाग 1 - क 
नियम , कार्य - विधियां, आज्ञाएं , विज्ञप्तियां इत्यादि जिनको उत्तराखण्ड के राज्यपाल महोदय , विभिन्न विभागों 

के अध्यक्ष तथा राजस्व परिषद् ने जारी किया 
कार्यालय आयुक्त कर, उत्तराखण्ड 

( फार्म - अनुभाग ) 

विज्ञप्ति 

17 मई , 2014 ई ० 
पत्रांक 653 / आयु० कर , उत्तरा० / फार्म - अनु 0 / 2014-15 / आ 0 घो ० प० / खोया / चोरी / नष्ट हुए / 
दे ० दून - उत्तराखण्ड मूल्यवर्धित कर नियमावली -2005 के नियम -30(12) में प्रदत्त अधिकारों का प्रयोग करके , मैं , 
एडिशनल कमिश्नर, वाणिज्य कर, उत्तराखण्ड , निम्नलिखित सूची में उल्लिखित प्रान्तीय प्रपत्र फार्म -16 जिनके खो 
जाने / चोरी हो जाने / मिसिंग हो जाने अथवा नष्ट हो जाने के सम्बन्ध में नियम-30 के उपनियम (9) के अन्तर्गत 
सूचनाएँ प्राप्त हुई हैं , को तत्कालिक प्रभाव से अवैध घोषित करता हूँ: 
खोये / चोरी / नष्ट हुए | खोये / चोरी / नष्ट हुए फार्मों/ घोषित किये जाने का 

फार्म / स्टैम्प को अवैध 
व्यापारी का नाम व पता 
सं ० 

| फार्मों / स्टैम्प की संख्या स्टैम्प की सीरीज व क्रमांक 


क्र ० 


कारण 


U.K.VAT- M2012 


खोने के कारण 


प्ररुप XVI 

( 01 ) 


1066232 


खोने के कारण 


1. | सर्वश्री ओम इस्पात कैम्पस , लक्ष्मी 

शुगर मिल, इकबालपुर रुड़की , 

टिन -05005683837 
2. | सर्वश्री पार्थ इण्डस्ट्रीज, सलेमपुर 

राजपुतान, रुड़की, टिन-050087624230 
3. सर्वश्री एम 0एस 0 वर्ल्ड, काशीपुर 

टिन -05002548312 
4. | सर्वश्री हिमालय ड्रग कम्पनी, सहारनपुर 
| रोड़, देहरादून , टिन -05005517288 


454 - XVI 

(01 ) 


U.K.VAT- M2012 

1254801 


U.K.VAT - M2012 


खोने के कारण 


प्ररूप-XVI 

( 01 ) 


0239203 


U.K.VAT - M2012 


खोने के कारण 


प्ररुप- XVI 

(01) 


2084975 


पीयूष कुमार . 
एडिशनल कमिश्नर वाणिज्य कर, 

मुख्यालय, देहरादून । 
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UTTARAKHAND ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Vidyut Niyamak Bhawan ,Near I.S.B.T., P.O.-Majra , Dehradun -248171 


Coram 


Shri C. S. Sharma 
Shri K. P. Singh 


Member - Chairman 

Member 
June 20, 2014 


No. UERC /6 /TF /217 /561-- Statement of Reasons for the " UERC ( Tariff and Other Terms for Supply 
of Electricity from Renewable Energy Sources and non -fossil fuel based Co- generating Stations) 
(Second Amendment) Regulations, 2014” and “ UERC ( Tariff and Other Terms for Supply of 
Electricity from Renewable Energy Sources and non - fossil fuel based Co- generating Stations) (Second 
Amendment) Regulations, 2014 " 

Statement of Reasons 


INTRODUCTION 


The Commission had issued the UERC (Tariff and Other Terms for Supply of 
Electricity from Renewable Energy Sources and non -fossil fuel based Co- generating Stations ) 
Regulations , 2013 (hereinafter referred to as " Principal Regulations-1" ) vide notification dated 
April 15th , 2013 repealing earlier UERC (Tariff and Other Termsfor Supply of Electricity from 
Renewable Energy Sources and non -fossil fuel based Co -generating Stations) Regulations, 
2010 (hereinafter referred to as “ Principal Regulations-2" ). Both the Regulations provided an 
option to the generator either to opt the " generic tariff ” as specified in the regulations or 
“ project specific tariff ” to be determined by the Commission based on petition filed by the 
generator. Keeping in view the main objective of the applicability of option exercised by the 
generator during the currency of PPA ( i.e. life of the project), the Principal Regulations-1 
were amended vide notification dated October 15 , 2013 wherein , Regulation 3 of Chapter 1, 
Chapters 4 and 5 of the Principal Regulation -2 were reinstated . These reinstated regulations 
were made applicable to the projects commissioned prior to coming into force of the 
PrincipalRegulations-1. 


The Commission based on the representations received from the SHPs generators 
issued a draft amendment to Principal Regulations-1 & Principal Regulations-2 inviting 
comments from all stakeholders. The draft amendment covered the following : 


i. 


Additional capitalisation on account of Force Majeure events. 
Revision of Capacity Utilization Factor to ensure recovery of normative AFC . 


ii. 


Last date of submission ofthe comments /suggestions/objections was kept as 12.05.2014 .Alist ofstakeholders 
who submitted comments is enclosed as Annexure- I. The Commission also held a hearing in thematter on 
15.05.2014 , list ofparticipants is enclosed as Annexure- II. 
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Consideration of the views of the stakeholders and analysis and findings of the Commission on 
important issues: 


1 . 


Additional capitalisation on account of Force Majeure (Amendment in Regulation 
14 (7) of the Principal Regulations- 1 and Amendment in Regulation 15 (9 ) of the 
Principal Regulations- 2) 


Comments received 


M / s Rishiganga Power Corporation Ltd., M / s Birahi Ganga Hydro Power Ltd. & 
M / s Himalaya Hydro Power Ltd. had while referring to natural calamity of June, 2013 
submitted thatmost of the SHPs in Uttarakhand have suffered extensive damage due to the 
floods occurred during this calamity andmany of them are still under shut down because of 
extensive repairs. They further submitted that even UPCL was able to restore its 33 kV 
transmission lines only in May , 2014 , i.e. almost 11 months after the disaster. The developers 
requested the Commission to take into account the loss of revenues and under recovery of 
AFC due to this calamity as well and also the additional capital cost being incurred in 
rehabilitating the project. 


M /s Him Urja Pvt.Ltd. submitted that the Commission has allowed the additional capitalization on 
account of loss due to natural disastersbut it has not protected the annual fixed charges in the eventof natural 
disasters . The regulation of the large hydropower projects has given this protection to large projects . Though 
the relaxation in PLF gives reliefto the developers but it does not insulate the developer from such disasters. 
Many projects in Uttarakhand were shutdown for a period varying from two months to 10 months due to 
extensive damage to the project and thus would notbe able to achieve CUF of even 20 % . Therefore, the 
Commission may consider introducing provision of reliefby way of payment upto AFC in the event ofloss of 
generation due to natural disaster . Thetariff for such projects is based on cost plus basis, therefore , it is not 
possible for such projects to recover the loss in future . The only chance of recovery could have been through 
obtaining high PLF but as the Commission has itself observed that the projects are able to achieve only 34 % 
PLF and hence , expecting drastic recovery in PLF would be too remote to be realized . 


Analysis and Decision 


The developers have sought securing revenue losses incurred on accountof stoppages caused by 
natural calamities and also to cover calamity of 2013 for additional capitalisation . Since the provisions for 
recovery of such losses do not exist in the Principal Regulations,the same cannot be introduced retrospectively 
by notification of amendment in Regulations. The Commission vide the amendment Regulations is not specifying 
entirely new Regulations,but is amending the existing Regulations recognising problems being faced by the 
hydro developers and, hence, introducing reliefs sought is notbeing considered . The reference made by the 
developers to the regulation for the large hydropower projects affording such protection is neither borne out by 
the provisions therein nor is relatable to the issue being examined. The existingMYT Regulation ,2011 provides 
for recovery of AFC in respect of large hydro projects by way oftwo part tariff. These regulationsprovides for 
recovery of 50 % AFC in the form of energy charges and the balance 50 % in the form of capacity charges on 
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attaining Normative AnnulPlantAvailability Factor (NAPAF). In case any HEP is not able to achieve its 
NAPAF during a year, capacity charges are allowed to be recovered on prorata basis .However, for under 
recovery of energy charges due to lower generation caused by forcemajeure events, nomechanism has been 
provided in the Regulations. Therefore, basic principle of recovery ofAFC by LHPs requires developers to 
ensure availability of their projects for generation and in no otherway they are given protection for recovery of 
AFC in the regulations. Further , it is to note that the SHPs are governed by single part tariff and are not 
subjected to scheduling of power .Hence,there is no similarity between the two sets ofRegulations. 


Based on the above discussion , the Commission decides to retain the relevantprovision of the draft 
amendmentregulations. 


2 . 


Incentive/recovery mechanism for generation beyond revised normative CUF 
(Amendment in Regulation 26 ( 1) of the Principal Regulations- 1 and Amendment in 
Regulation 27 of the Principal Regulations-2 ) 


Comments received 


M /s Rishiganga Power Corporation Ltd., M /s BirahiGanga Hydro Power Ltd. , M /s Himalaya Hydro 
Power Ltd. and M /s Swasti Power Ltd. submitted that above amendmentwould be detrimental to the overall 
interest of Renewable Energy power generation and Small Hydro Power Sector in Uttarakhand State and 
therefore should not be adopted for the following reasons 


i. The 9 out of the 12 SHPs in operation are achieving CUFsof only 31 % to 38 % and the other SHPs 

are unlikely to exceed 40 % CUF given their performance in the last four years and it is extremely 
improbable that they can do so on a consistent year-on - year basis. These 9 SHPs have already 
accumulated great financial losses on accountof notrecovering their AFCsin the last 4 years, since 
their tariffs were based on normative CUF of45 % . While the Commission has now proposed reduction 
ofnormative CUF to 40 % , it has not provided anymeans for recovery of these accumulated financial 
losses due to under-recovery of AFC prior to April, 01, 2014 . 


ii. Furthermore, the proposed amendment to reduce normative CUF to 40 % does not provide for any 

mechanism to recoup losses due to under-recovery of AFC if the actual CUFs ofSHPs continue to be 
below 40 % (as is the case with 9 SHPs who have operated 31 % to 38 % CUF in the last 4 years). This 
means that the SHPs continue to carry all the risk of under-recovery of AFC due to the admitted risks 
posed by uncertainty of weather patterns, hydrology and calamities. In such circumstances,it is 
respectfully submitted that the SHPsmay at least be allowed a legitimate chance to recoup someof 
their accumulated and future under -recovery of AFC by fixing tariff for power generation over 40 % 
CUF at the applicable generic tariff,which is the case under the existing PrincipalRegulations. 


iii. Based on historical data and hydrological risks the probability of SHPs exceeding 40 % CUF is remote, 

and it ismuchmore likely their CUFs will be below 40 % in the future as well. In the unlikely event that 
an SHP does exceed CUF greater than 40 % in a particular year, it will only be recouping a small 
portion of already accumulated losses from previous years of under -recovery of AFC .In view of this , 
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it is submitted that the Commission s apprehension that SHPs will somehow maximize their returnsby 
consistently achieving CUF in excessof40 % ismisplaced , as the historical data and the vagaries of 

nature preclude that possibility. 
iv. In the Tariff Regulations of 2010 and 2013, the Commission had given the SHPs an incentive to 

exceed the previous normative CUF of 45 % by allowing the same generic tariff for any generation 
over and above the normative CUF. The same principle may therefore be applied in the amended 
regulations as well. As such the apprehension of the Commission that SHPs willmaximize returns is 
misplaced , as the vagaries of nature ensure that the actual CUFsachieved by SHPs over their 35+ 
year life will certainly fluctuate up and down as proven by currently available historical data . In view of 
this, the Commission may kindly allow the samegeneric tariff for any generation over and above the 
40 % normative tariffand not seek any recovery /adjustment ofpaymentsmade over the 40 % normative 
tariff. 


V. It is submitted that the proposed amendment to Regulation 26 whereby tariff for the power generated 

between 40 % to 45 % CUF hasbeen reduced to the Operations & Maintenance (O & M ) charges and 
then recovered from any generation beyond 45 % would actually result in the unintended and undesirable 
consequence of throttling down Renewable Power generation in Uttarakhand State . O & M charges 
underthe current regulations is abnormally low to begin with and do not meetthe actual operations and 
maintenance costs ofSHPs. It is submitted that under Tariff Regulations of 2008, the Commission had 
allowed 4-5 % of capital expenditure as annual O & M charges , whereas under Tariff Regulations 2010 
& 2013 the O & M charges work outonly about 2-3 % ofnormative capital expenditure. If actual 
capital cost incurred by SHPs were taken into account, then current O & M charges are only about 1 
1.5 % of actual capital cost. In view of the above,there is no reason for SHPs to try to generate power 
above the proposed normative CUF as the existing O & M chargesare insufficient to meetthe actual 
operating cost, and SHPsmay in fact find it financially prudent to shutdown the plantto avoid costly 

wear and tear ofplantandmachinery. 
vi. The above mentioned unintended throttling of Renewable Power generation over and above 40 % 

CUF would have an adverse impact on Uttarakhand State and UPCL as the total installed capacity of 
the SHPs impacted by these regulations is 57.9MW and the total energy generated by them from 40 % 
to 45 % CUF range would be 25.36 million units. If SHPs do not have much incentive to generate 
power over 40 % CUF, then UPCL would potentially forego 25.36 million units of Renewable Power 
available in Uttarakhand state. In order to meet its RPO obligations UPCL would then have to 
purchase this 25.36 million units ofpower from outside sources at a potentially higher price ofabout 
Rs. 5.50 (Rs. 4 /Unitmarket price + Rs.1.5 REC /Unit) at a totalcost of about Rs. 13.95 Crore . 


Analysis and Decision 


Asmentioned in the SOR accompanying the draft amendment Regulations, the Commission has 
recognised the hydrological risk in the operation ofSHPs, difficulties caused by their remote location etc. It 
was also observed that number of SHPs have notbeen able to achieve CUF prescribed in generic tariffi.e . 
45 % . It was also observed that such variation in hydrology may also turn in favour of the developers and that 
-the single part tariff structure could result in an SHP developer earningmuch higher returns if actual generation..... 
exceeds thenormative CUF. The Commission is aware that about two- third of the revenues in the initial period 
ofoperation of SHPs are spent on debt servicing and O & M . Only after the loan is fully retired ,this burden 
comes down.Inability to recover their AFC in this initial period has a potential threat of loan default and 
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consequential adverse actions of the lenders .Asmajority of the SHPs were not achieving the CUF,they were 
not receiving their AFC . It was in this context that the Commission undertook this exercise to reassess achievable 
CUF for recovery ofAFC . The Principal Regulation - 2 has been in operation for almost 4 years now . The 
developers did not agitate this issue,presumably under mistaken belief that new regulations- Principal regulation 
I will improve their tariffs and have taken up this issue after notification of Principal regulations- 1. Their 
demand that amendments should allow part recoupmentof their past financial losses cannot be conceded . 


The developer submitted that the rate of levelised generic O & M charges for CUF above 40 % is very 
low as their actual O & Mexpenditure is higher than the normative O & M charges allowed under the regulations . 
They submitted that under such circumstances developer would prefer to stop generation from their SHP 
beyond the CUF of 40 % as they would incur financial loss. They also submitted that recovery of amount paid 
for generation between CUF of 40 % to 45 % should not be made on generation beyond CUF of 45 % . There 
is somemerit in the contention taken by the developers. Their request for same tariff beyond 40 % cannotbe 
acceded as the intent of this amendment is only to allow them to recover their AFC if they strive and achieve 
atleast average PLF. The Commission observes that UPCL being the distribution licensee has obligation to 
meet its RPO compliances in accordance with theRE Regulations, 2013. In the event of shortfall in non - Solar 
RPO , UPCL would be required to procure RECs at themarket-price . The distribution licensee in that case 
would have to meet the shortfall ,if any, in non -Solar RPO by purchasing equivalent RECs atleast at the floor 
price which as of now is Rs. 1,500.00 /REC (Rs. 1,500.00 /MWh, i.e. Rs. 1.50/kWh). Once the AFC of SHP 
is recovered by the developer on attaining revised normative CUF, further generation should be eligible for 
incentive so that the generator is motivated to increase its generation . Additional generation ofnon -Solar RE 
power by the developer would relieve the licensee from procurement of equivalent RECs.Hence in partial 
acceptance of contention raised by developers, the costwhich otherwise would be incurred by the licensee on 
procurementofREC is being considered as incentive to the developers for making efforts in maintenance of 
SHPs and generating beyond the revised normative CUF so that there would be a win -win situation for both 
the generators as well as for the licensee. Accordingly,the Commission decides to fix the tariff for generation 
beyond 40 % & upto 45 % as Rs. 1.50 /kWh which at present is the floor price ofnon -solar RECs.Accordingly , 
the draft amendment Regulation ismodified to this extent. 


The developers had also submitted that in the Principle Regulations- 1 & 2, the Commission had given 
the SHPs an incentive to exceed the previous normative CUF of 45 % by allowing the same generic tariff for 
any generation over and above the normative CUF. The sole purpose ofrevision ofnormative CUF of SHP is 
only to ensure recovery of AFC and financialviability of SHP business . In case SHPs generates over and 
above 45 % ofCUF situation would become similar to that of pre -amendmentstate, and therefore, such SHPs 
would be entitled to earn revenues at the tariffs as provided in the Principal Regulations. It is notintended to 
allow additional incentives to developers who achieve higher CUF. 


However , the Commission instead ofallowing the full recovery of incentive earned for energy generated 
at the CUF exceeding 40 % and upto 45 % on generation exceedingthe annual CUF of45 % as proposed in the 
draft Regulations, hasdecided to adjustthis incentive gradually and has decided deduction ofRs. 0.75 per unit 
from energy generated beyond CUF of45 % from the levelised generic rates specified in the Principal Regulations 
at CUF of45% till entire amountpaid as incentive for generation between 40 to 45 % CUF is recovered . This 
will help the generators from the potential threat of loan default and consequential becoming the project as 
NPA . The draftamendmentRegulation is modified to this extent accordingly. 
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3. Capacity Utilisation Factor (Amendment in Regulation 28 of the Principal 

Regulations-1 and Amendment in Regulation 29 of the Principal Regulations -2) 


Comments received 


M /s Rishiganga Power Corporation Ltd., M /s Birahi Ganga Hydro Power Ltd., M /s 


Himalaya Hydro Power Ltd. and M /s Swasti Power Ltd.submitted thataverage PLF for SHPs for the years 
2009-10 , 2010-11 ,2011-12 , 2012-2013 have only been 31.34 % , 37.89 % , 30.59 % , 33.91 % respectively 
and , also that the average PLFs for SHPs in year 2013-14 will be far less than 30 % due to the floods that 
occurred in Uttarakhand State in June,2013. The developers requested to set the new normative CUF to 
35 % in the proposed amendments to the Principal Regulations. 


M /SHUPL submitted thatthe cost of the risk associated with non generation due to external factors as 
enumerated in the SOR remains the same for all projects irrespective of project specific or generic tariff. It has 
requested that the projects with specific tariffmay also be included in the benefits being given to other projects 
to mitigate under recoveries due to low generation . M /s HUPL submitted that the concept of adopting CUF of 
DPR in the case of project specific tariff was itselfdiscriminatory as it is a case of giving by onehand and taking 
by other. It is also contrary to the regulations of even the large hydro power projects where only 95 % of the 
generation in 90 % dependable year is taken as CUF for recovery of the Annual Fixed Cost of the project. It 
also encourages the developers to move to high capacity low CUF regimewhich is detrimentalto both the 
utility and the generator in the long run . 


Analysis and Decision 


The Commission in its draft amendment Regulations had proposed to revise the Normative CUF of 
SHPs to 40 % keeping in view thatmajority of them did not achieve 45 % CUF and consequently did not 
receive their AFC . This norm of 40 % was arrived on the basis of actual data received from UPCL for FY 
2008-09 to FY 2012-13, wherein the average CUF worked out to 39.58 % . Hence, the Commission decided 
to fix the normative CUF at 40 % forrecovery ofAFC .Accordingly, the Commission decides that revised 
normative CUF of 40 % would remain unchanged as proposed in the draft amendment regulations. 


In this regard , itmay be noted that for determination of project specific tariff, CUF specified in the 
DPR ofthe respective SHP or normative CUF whichever is higher is considered for determination of tariff. 
Relevant extract of Regulation 11 (3) of the RE Regulations, 2010 & Regulation 10(3 ) of the RE Regulations, 
2013 are reproduced as following : 


" (a ) For projects opting to have their tariffs determined on the basis of actual capital cost 
instead of normative capital cost as specified for different technologies under Chapter 5, the 
CUF (generation ) for recovery offixed charges shall be taken as thatenvisaged in the approved 
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DPR or the normative CUF specified under Chapter 5 for the relevant technology,whichever is 
higher ; 


In case CUF specified in the DPR is higher than thenormative CUF as specified in the Regulations, 
project specific tariff would be determined based on the CUF specified in the DPR . Hence, these projects 
shall notbe affected by any revision made in the normative CUF. 


It is mentioned that in case of“ Project specific tariff ”,the tariff determination is based on capital cost 
as per actual as compared to normative capital cost considered in determining generic tariff . The Developers 
seek “ Project specific tarifl only in case when their actual costis higher than Normative Capital cost considered 
in generic tariff determination . Both capital cost as wellas CUF has linkageswith DPR . Any change in one 
parameterkeeping the other samewill not be proper. 


4. Review Period of RE Regulations, 2010 


M /SHUPL submitted thatbefore the amendmentofthe main regulation itself amendment in respectof 
the review period specified in Regulation 12 of the RE Regulations, 2010 would be required otherwise it will 
run contrary to the amendments . It further submitted that the review period may be extended under the Regulation 
47 (Power to Relax ) for which reasonshave to berecorded in writing. 


Analysis and Decision 


--- 


The Commission observes that Chapters 4 & 5 ofthe Principal Regulations-2 have been reinstated for 
the projects commissioned before 01.04.2013 vide UERC ( Tariff and Other Terms for Supply of Electricity 
from Renewable Energy Sources and non - fossil fuel based Co -generating Stations) (First Amendment) 
Regulations, 2013.Accordingly, Regulations 15 (9), 27 & 29 of the PrincipalRegulations-2 are in force for the 
above mentioned projects. However,review or control period of the Principal Regulation -2 had been specified 
till 31.03.2013 in accordance with Regulation 12 of the Regulations. This is anomalous. The review or control 
period of regulations reinstated has to be till they are operative.For the present,Commission decides to extend 
this up to the period ofPrincipalregulation -1. A fresh view in thematter shall be taken when these regulations 
are reviewed or restated . 


1 


5. Additional Submissions 


" M /SHUPL submitted that in determination of project specific tariff all other costs havebeen taken on 
the normative basis as for other projects . Further,the full cost is actually not passed through as the CUF ofthe 
project specific tariffismore than the generic tariff . 


M /s Swasti Power Ltd. submitted that normative capital cost considered in the RE Regulationsare less 
as compared with the actual capital cost incurred in implementation of SHPs. It suggested that the Commission 
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should consider increase in capital cost by 14 % on annualbasis . It further submitted that as per UERC 
Regulation deemed generation benefitwould be available if the total duration of interruption / outages exceeds 
48hours in a month, i.e., a transmission availability of 93.5 % . This norm is very low and does not carry 
compulsion for the utility to improve grid reliability while the loss to the SHP developer is substantial. The 
developers have also submitted that Capital subsidy is given to encourage developmentof SHPsand it is an 
important element to alleviate the problemsbeing faced. The receipt of capital subsidy from MNRE requires 
fulfilling of certain performance parameters, some ofwhich are subject to the vagaries ofmonsoon . Since this 
would take considerable amount oftime,accordingly, tariff adjustment should be carried only after allowing a 
period of 2 years to complete the formalities and availing the actual benefit . 


Analysis and Decision 


Both ,normative generic tariff as well as project specific tariffis determined in accordance with the 
regulations framed underthe Electricity Act, 2003. Normsspecified in the regulation are being fixed after giving 
due consideration to all the relevantoperational & financialparameters such as auxiliary consumption , CUF , 
rate of inflation , interest rate , etc. Normsdecided & fixed in the regulations are the guiding principle for 
determination of tariff , i.e. generic tariff or project specific tariff . If a generator is not able to recover its cost 
fixed in accordance with the regulations it should , at first place, look into operational & financial efficiency and 
thereafter, should endeavour to improve upon the same. 


Normative Capital cost in the Regulations have been specified after giving due consideration to the 
existing normative cost, prevailingmarket condition etc. The Commission is not framing any new Regulations 
wherein the norms of operations are re- fixed . The Commission in its SoR accompanying the draft amendment 
Regulations has already elaborated in detail as to why the same is not being provided and hence , there is no 
merit in the suggestion of the stakeholder. 


The Commission videUERC (Tariff and Other Terms for Supply ofElectricity from Renewable Energy 
Sources and non - fossil fuel based Co - generating Stations) (First Amendment)Regulations, 2012 already 
discussed the issue at sub Para (2) of Para 2.2 of SOR as following: 


" (2 ) The Commission discussed the issue of allowing the time limit of 20 minutes at a time and 
also 40 hours/month towards outages /interruptions to be excluded from deemed generation, 
with UPCL during the meeting . UPCL submitted that allowance of 20 minutes would be 
insignificant as normally breakdown in the hilly terrain , if they occur, would take about 12 
hours to be restored. Hence, UPCL requested the Commission to increase the limit of 40 hours / 
month to 48 hours/month to cover eventualities of atleast 4 breakdowns in a month . The 
Commission on the request of the generators and after seeking UPCL s views on the issue has 
decided to do away with the time limit of 20 minutes at a time for outages/interruptions. The 
Commission has also increased the total duration of interruptions/outages to 48 hours/month 
on the request of UPCL. ” 


Accordingly,revisiting the sameissue at this stage is not required , and hence, no amendment to this 
effect is warranted . 
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On the issue of capital subsidy, the Commission has already opined in draft notification that capital 
subsidy is provided for promotion ofRE based power generation and also to reduce financial burden on the 
project developers and make their tariffs attractive . If adjustmentof capital subsidy only after receipt of the 
same is allowed , as requested by the generators, then all the project developers shall be getting higher tariffs 
and they would stop making efforts foravailing capital subsidy.Moreover, the Principal Regulations already 
specify the correctionmechanism in case the subsidy amount is reduced byMNRE provided the reduction in 
subsidy amount is notdue to the inefficiency ofthe generator. Accordingly, no change to this effect is required . 


6. UPCL s Additional Submissions 


During the hearing held on 15.05.2014 in thematter, licensee submitted that amendment in regulations 
will have financial impact on it,therefore, it requested for additional time of 2 months to carry out a study for 
analyzing thereason for reduced CUF achieved by the developers . The Commission during the hearing allowed 
it 7 days time for submission of its comments . On UPCL s request copies of the comments submitted by 
developers was also provided to it. 


UPCL vide its letter dated 22.05.2014 submitted that it would require additional timeof at least 15 
days for effectively replying to the contentionsand the submissions of the generators. Further ,it also submitted 
that during thehearing none ofthe generatormentioned about the scarcity of availability of water or any wrong 
estimation of design energy by them , however, from the oral submission made by the generator it appears that 
the reason for attaining low CUF by SHPs was attributed to condition/availability ofthe evacuation system . 
UPCL also submitted that the Commission may constitute or appoint an expert agency in thematter and to 
postpone the finalization of the draftregulation till the time such report ismade available.UPCL also mentioned 
that none of the generatorsmade any submission regarding the erroneous estimation of design energy in the 
detailed project report, even when the officials of UPCL specificallymentioned that no data or evidence is 
available to impeach the correctness of the data collected by the government agency while preparing the 
detailed project report,which only shows that the generators were not challenging the estimation ofdesign 
energy as calculated during the preparation of detailed project report,hence,the very object and reason upon 
which the draft regulation were proposed does not survive .UPCL also requested the Commission to seek the 
comments and records from the concerned department/agencies ofthe government,responsible forcollecting 
the hydrological data and preparing the DPR of the various SHPs and also to ensure the wide circulation of the 
present draft regulation and its implication upon the interest of the electricity consumer ofUttarakhand state so 
that the proper and effective representation ofthe consumer interest ismade.UPCL again requested the 
Commission to provide it atleast 2 months time for collecting necessary data to ascertain actual causeoflower 
CUF. 


Analysis and Decision 


The draft amendments to the Regulations were issued vide notification dated 18.04.2014 . The notice of the 
samewas published in the news papers having wide circulation in the State for information of all the stakeholders . 
These amendment regulations alongwith SOR were also made available on the Commission s website : 
www.uerc.gov.in for submission of comments by all the stakeholders. Last date for submission of comments 
was fixed on the date 12.05.2014 , thereafter, hearing in the matter was also conducted on 15.05.2014 . 
Effectively onemonth s time was provided for submission of comments by the stakeholders. UPCL s 
submission regarding additional timeof 15 days for replying on commentsmade by developer is unfounded as 
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license was already aware of the issues represented by developers as the same were provided in the SOR 
accompanying the draftRegulations. 

The Commission vide its Order dated 19.03.2014 held that considering the difficulties faced by the 
developers in achieving norms of operation specified in the Regulations,the Commission ordered its staff to 
examine the data ofCUF submitted by the petitioners and also the other issues raised by the developers and , 
if required, frame an appropriate draft amendment to RE Regulations, 2010 & 2013 for inviting comments 
from all stakeholders.In the hearing, representatives ofUPCL were also present. 

It is apparent that the Commission took cognisance of the difficulties faced by developers in the State 
in achieving the normative CUF and accordingly, directed for analysis of the details furnished by them . Issue 
has notjust sprung up and theamendment of theregulations are being undertaken all of sudden . UPCL, being 
a respondent was aware of the issues .Moreover, being a licensee all the generation data and relevant details of 
all the projects including SHPs in the State are available with it. Analysis of the fact that developers are facing 
hardship in achieving normative CUF since past 4 years could have been done by UPCL in the past as it was 
the sole beneficiary ofpower from the SHPs and the decreased generation from these SHPs should have been 
a matter of concern to it .Moreover, the data of CUF worked outby the Commission was based on the data 
obtained from UPCL itself. 

Asmentioned heretobefore , the necessity ofreview /amendment in Normative CUF arose as itwas 
observed thatmajority ofdevelopers are unable to recover their AFC and that they are facing potential threat 
ofdebt default as in initial yearmajor part of revenue is utilised for debt servicing i.e. interest and repayment. A 
study as suggested by UPCL is not relevant to the issue being examined and appears to be a delaying ploy . 

Accordingly,the Commission has decided to issue the Amendment Regulations. 


Annexure - 1 


1 


List of Stakeholders who submitted their written comments on draftAmendment Regulations: 
S.No. 

Name of Stakeholders 

Uttarakhand Power Corporation Ltd. (UPCL ) 
2 

M /s Rishiganga Power Corp.Ltd. 
3 

M /s Birahi Ganga Hydro Power Ltd. 
4 

M /s Himalaya Hydro Power Ltd. 
5 

M /s Him Urja Pvt. Ltd. 


Annexure - II 


1 


List ofparticipants during the hearing held on 15.05.2014 on draft Amendment Regulations: 
S.No. Name 

Organization 
Sh.S.K. TamtaSh . Anurag Sharma 

Uttarakhand Power Corporation Ltd. (UPCL ) 
2 Sh . Rupak Agrawal 

M /s Rishiganga Power Corp. Ltd. 
3 Sh . Alok Dangwal 

M /s Birahi Ganga Hydro Power Ltd. 
4 Sh. Vikram Reddy 

M /s Himalaya Hydro Power Ltd. 
5 Sh. Arun Gupta 

M /s Him Urja Pvt. Ltd. 
6 Sh . Y.S.Ravindranath ReddySh .Sumer Singh M /s Swasti Power Ltd. 
7 Sh.B.S. Reddy 

M /s ChamoliHydro Power Pvt. Ltd. 
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UTTARAKHAND ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Vidyut Niyamak Bhawan , Near I.S.B.T., P.O.-Majra, Dehradun - 248171 

Notification 

June 20 , 2014 
No. F - 9 (21)/RG /UERC /2013 /558 : In exercise of powers conferred under section 181(2 )(zc) read with Section 
61(h ) of the Electricity Act, 2003, and all other powers enabling it in this behalf ,and after previouspublication ,the 
Uttarakhand Electricity Regulatory Commission herebymakes the following amendments in the UERC (Tariff 
and Other Terms for Supply of Electricity from Renewable Energy Sources and non -fossil fuel based Co 
generating Stations) Regulations, 2013 (Principal Regulations, and subsequent amendmentmade in the same, 
namely: 
1. Short Title ,Commencement and Interpretation 
( 1) These Regulationsmay be called the UERC ( Tariff and Other Terms for Supply of Electricity 

from Renewable Energy Sources and non - fossil fuel based Co - generating Stations) (Second 
Amendment)Regulations, 2014 . 


(2 ) These Regulations shall comeinto force w.e.f.April 01, 2014 . 
Amendm in Regulation 14 ( 7) of the Pr pal Regulations: 
Following be added after Regulation 14 (7) of the Principal Regulations: 

" Provided that any additional expenditure of capital nature which becomes necessary on 
account of damages caused by natural calamities (but not due to flooding of power house 
attributable to the negligence of the generating company ) after prudence check by the 
Commission , shall be allowed as additional capitalisation after adjusting the proceeds from 
any insurance scheme for all the generating stations covered under these Regulations. For 
additional capital expenditure admitted, as above, appropriate adjustment in tariff shall be 
allowed for balance life of that project based on the norms given in Chapters 4 & 5 of the 
Regulations. 
Provided that additional capitalisation on this account would only be allowed if appropriate 
and adequate insurance cover was available for the generating station at the timeof occurence 

of natural calamities referred to in first proviso above." 
3. Amendment in Regulation 26 of the PrincipalRegulations: 
Regulation 26 of the PrincipalRegulations stands deleted and shall be replaced by the following : 

" 26. Applicability of Tariff 
The tariff shall be allowed to be recovered in the following manner : 
( 1) For generators opting generic tariff: 

Till the actual CUF is less than or equal to annual CUF of 40 % , tariffs 
would be payable at the levelised generic rates specified in this Amended 

Regulations arrived at based on the normative CUF of 40 % . 
ii. For generation beyond annual CUF of 40 % , following will apply : 
(a ) For generation beyond annual CUF of 40 % -but-upto annual-CUF 
of 45 % , tariff shall be Rs. 1.50/kWh. 

For generation beyond annual CUF of 45 % , incentive shall be 
equal to the levelised generic rates specified in the Principal Regulations 


i . 


(b ) 
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at CUF of 45 % reduced by Rs. 0.75 per kWh . Such reduction of Rs. 
0.75 /kWh shall be made from the subsequent monthly bills only till the 
actual annual CUF reaches 55 % . 
Provided further that for generation beyond actual annual CUF of 55 % , 
incentive shall be equal to the levelised generic rates specified in the 

Principal Regulations at CUF of 45% . 
(2 ) For generators opting for project specific tariffs, the tariff for generation beyond 

the applicable CUF (i.e. the CUF envisaged in the approved DPR or the normative , 
CUF specified for the relevant technology under Chapter 5, whichever is higher), 
when entire fixed cost has been recovered, shall be allowed to be recovered at 

the generic tariff specified by the Commission in the Principal Regulations. 
(3) The annual CUF shall be calculated in accordance with the principles specified in 

Regulation 3 (1) 0 ) of the Principal Regulations. " 
4. Amendment in Regulation 28 of the Principal Regulations: 
Regulation 28 of the PrincipalRegulationsshall be read as: 
“ 28. Small Hydro Generating Plant 

The technology specific parameters for determination of generic tariffs for Small Hydro 
Generating Stations shall be as below : 


Auxiliary 
Consumption 


Projects Commissioned on or after 01.04.2013 

O & M Expenses Capacity 
Capital 

for year of Utilization 

Cost 
Project Size 

commissioning 

Factor 
(Rs. (Rs. 

( % ) 
Lakh MW ) Lakh MW ) 
Upto 5 MW 

785 

26.43 
> 5 MW & upto 

750 

22.73 
15 MW 

40 % 
> 15 MW & upto 

715 

19.03 
25 MW 


( % ) 


1 % 


NOTE : For the purpose of this Regulation , normative CUF is based on Energy Sent Out at 
interconnection point and for tariff purposes energy net of free power to the home State , if any, 
committed by the developer shall be factored . For generic tariff determination , home State share 
has been taken as 18 % from 16th year onwards." 


1. Levellised rate of Fixed Charges (RFC ) in Rs./kWh for SHPs (upto 25MW ) commissioned on or after 

01.04.2013, applicable up to annual CUF of 40 % from 01.04.2014 


Particulars 


Upto 5 
MW 


Above 15 & 
upto 25 MW 


Above 5 
& upto 
15 MW 
4.52 
0.35 
4.17 


Gross Tariff 
Less : Accelerated Depreciation 

Net Tariff 


4.75 
0.35 
4.40 


4.21 
0.35 
3.86 


.. 
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UTTARAKHAND ELECTRICITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 


... 


Vidyut Niyamak Bhawan , Near I.S.B.T., P.O.-Majra , Dehradun - 248171 


Notification 


June 20 , 2014 


. 


No. F-9(21)/RGAUERC/2010/ 559: In exercise of powers conferred under section 181(2)(zc ) read with 
Section 61(h ) of the Electricity Act, 2003 , and all other powers enabling it in this behalf, and after 
previous publication , the Uttarakhand Electricity Regulatory Commission hereby makes the following 
amendments in the UERC (Tariff and Other Terms for Supply of Electricity from Renewable Energy 
Sources and non - fossil fuel based Co -generating Stations) Regulations, 2010 (Principal Regulations), 
namely : 


1 . 


Short Title, Commencement and Interpretation 
(1) These Regulations may be called the UERC ( Tariff and Other Terms for Supply of 

Electricity from Renewable Energy Sources and non -fossil fuel based Co- generating 
Stations) (Second Amendment) Regulations, 2014 . 


(2) These Regulations shall comeinto force w.e.f. April 01 , 2014. 


2 . 


Amendment of Regulation 12 of the Principal Regulations: 
31.03.2013 appearing in the first line of sub- regulation (1) be substituted by 31 .03.2018 . 


3 . 


Amendment in Regulation 15 (9) of the Principal Regulations: 
Following be added after Regulation 15 (9) of the Principal Regulations: 

" Provided that any additional expenditure of capital nature which becomes necessary on account of 
damages caused by natural calamities (but not due to flooding of power house attributable to the 
negligence of the generating company) after prudence check by the Commission, shall be allowed as 
additional capitalisation after adjusting the proceeds from any insurance scheme for all the 
generating stations covered under these Regulations. For additional capital expenditure admitted, 
as above, appropriate adjustment in tariff shall be allowed for balance life of that project based on 
the norms given in Chapters 4 & 5 of the Regulations. 


Provided that additional capitalisation on this account would only be allowed if appropriate and 
adequate insurance cover was available for the generating station at the time of occurence of 
-natural- calamities-referred to in first proviso above." 


4 . 


Amendment in Regulation 27 of the Principal Regulations: 
Regulation 27 of the Principal Regulations stands deleted and shall be replaced by the 
following: 
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" 27. Applicability of Tariff 
The tariff shall be allowed to be recovered in the following manner: 


... 


(i) Till the actual CUF is less than or equal to annual CUF of 40 % , tariffs would be 

payable at the levelised generic rates specified in this Amended Regulations arrived at 
based on the normative CUF of 40 % . 


( ii) For generation beyond annual CUF of 40 % , following will apply : 


(a ) 


For generation beyond annual CUF of 40 % but upto annual CUF of 45 % , tariff 
shall be Rs. 1.50/kWh. 


(6 ) 


For generation beyond annual CUF of 45 % , incentive shall be equal to the 
levelised generic rates specified in the Principal Regulations at CUF of 45 % 
reduced by Rs. 0.75 per kWh. Such reduction of Rs. 0.75 /kWh shall be made from 
the subsequentmonthly bills only till the actual annual CUF reaches 55 % . 


Provided further that for generation beyond actual annual CUF of 55 % , incentive 
shall be equal to the levelised generic rates specified in the Principal Regulations 
at CUF of 45 % . 


(c ) 


The annual CUF shall be calculated in accordance with the principles specified in 
Regulation 3 (1)(e) of the Principal Regulations." 


15. 


Amendment in Regulation 29 of the Principal Regulations: 
Regulation 29 of the Principal Regulations shall be read as: 


" 29. Small Hydro Generating Plant 
The technology specific parameters for determination of generic tariffs for Small Hydro Generating 
Stations shall be as below : 

Projects Commissioned after 01.01.2002 to 31.03.2007 
Capital 

O & M Expenses Capacity Auxiliary 
for year of 

Utilizatio Consumptio 
Cost commissioning 

n Factor 
Project Size 

(Rs. 
(Rs. Lakh MW ) (% ) 

( % ) 
Lakh MW ) 


n 


550 


40 % 


1 % 


Upto 5 MW 
5 MW to 10 MW 
10 MW to 15 MW 
15 MW to 20 MW 
20 MW to 25 MW 


15.90 
14.77 
13.63 
12.49 
11.36 


550 


( NT 1 
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year of 


n 


Projects Commissioned during FY 2007-08 to 2008-09 
O & M 

Auxiliary 
Expenses for Capacity 
Capital 

Utilization 

Consumptio 
Cost 

commissionin Factor 
Project Size 

8 
(Rs. (Rs. ( % ) 

( % ) 
Lakh MW ) Lakh MW ) 
Upto 5 MW 

600 

18.79 
5 MW to 10 MW 

17.45 

1 % 
10 MW to 15 MW 

16.10 

40 % 
600 
15 MW to 20 MW 

14.76 
20 MW to 25 MW 

13.42 


Auxiliary 
Consumptio 


n 


Project Size 


Projects Commissioned on or after 01.04.2009 

0 & M 

Expenses for Capacity 
Capital 

year of 

Utilization 
Cost 

commissionin Factor 

8 
(Rs. (Rs. 

( % ) 
Lakh MW ) Lakh MW ) 
700 

21 
685 

20 
670 

18 

40 % 
650 

17 


( % ) 


Upto 5 MW 
5 MW to 10 MW 
10.MW to 15 MW 


1 % 


15 MW to 20 MW 


630 


15 


20 MW to 25 MW 
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1. Levellised rate of Fixed Charges (RFC) in Rs./kWh for SHPs (upto 25 MW ) applicable up to annual 

CUF of 40 % from 01.04.2014 


a . SHPs Commissioned after 01.01.2002 and upto 31.03.2007 


Upto 5 MW 


Above 5 and upto 

10 MW 


Above 10 and 
upto 15 MW 


Above 15 and 
upto 20 MW 


Above 20 and 
upto 25 MW 


Particulars 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


Tariff 
Gross 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


3.20 


0.25 


2.95 


3.20 


0.25 


2,95 


3.15 


0.25 


2.90 


3.10 


0.25 


2.85 


3.05 


0.25 


2.80 


3.35 


0.30 


3.05 


3.35 


0.30 3.05 


3.35 


0.30 


3.05 


3.30 


0.30 


3.00 


3.25 


0.30 


2.95 


2.80 


2.80 


2.70 


2.70 


2.60 


2.60 


2.50 


- 


2.50 


2.40 


2.40 


13 


1 


II 


DI 


T 


3.35 


TI 


TH 


T 


1.90 


1. Levellised (Entire 
Life ) 
2. Levellised 1st 10 

yrs 
Balance 

life 
3. Annual Year 
Tariffs 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 


3.75 
3.60 
3.50 
3.40 
3.25 
3.15 
3.05 
2.95 
2.85 
2.85 
2.15 
2.20 
2.25 
2.30 
2.35 
2.95 
3.00 
3.10 
3.20 
3.25 
3.35 
3.45 
3.60 
3.70 
3.80 
3.95 
4.10 
4.20 
4.35 
4.55 
4.70 
4.90 
5.05 
5.25 
5.50 


1.05 2.70 3.75 1.05 2.70 

3.75 
1.15 2.45 3.65 1.15 2.50 3.65 
0.05 3.45 3.50 0.05 3.45 3.50 
-0.10 3.50 

3.40 -0.10 3.50 3.40 
-0.15 3.40 3.30 -0.15 3.45 3.25 
-0.10 3.25 3.15 -0.10 3.25 3.15 
-0.10 3.15 3.05 -0.10 3.15 3.00 
-0.10 3.05 2.95 0.10 3.05 2.90 
-0.10 2.95 2.80 -0.10 2.90 2.80 
-0.05 2.90 2.80 -0.05 2.85 2.75 
0.00 2.15 2.10 

0.00 2.10 2.00 
0.00 2.20 2.10 0.00 2.10 

2.05 
0.00 2.25 2.15 0.00 2.15 2.10 
0.00 2.30 2.20 0.00 2.20 2.15 
0.00 2.35 2.25 0.00 2.25 2.20 
0.00 2.95 2.85 0.00 2.85 2.75 
0.00 3.00 2.90 0.00 2.90 2.80 
0.00 3.10 3.00 0.00 3.00 2.90 
0.00 

3.05 0.00 3.05 2.95 
0.00 3.25 3.15 0.00 3.15 3.05 
0.00 3.35 3.25 0.00 

3.25 

3.10 
0.00 3.45 3.35 0.00 3.35 3.20 
0.00 3.60 3.45 0.00 3.45 3.30 
0.00 3.70 3.55 0.00 3.55 3.40 
0.00 3.80 3.65 0.00 3.65 3.50 
0.003.95 

3.75 

0.00 3.75 3.60 
0.00 4.10 3.90 0.00 3.90 3.70 
0.00 4.20 4.05 0.00 4.05 3.85 
0.00 4.35 4.15 0.00 4.15 3.95 
0.00 4.55 4.30 0.00 4.30 4.10 
0.004.70 4.50 0.00 4.50 4.25 
0.00 4.90 4.65 0.00 4.65 4.40 
0.005.05 4.80 0.00 4.80 4.55 
0.00 5.25 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.75 
0.00 5,50 5.20 0.00 5.20 4.90 


1.05 2.70 3.75 
1.15 2.50 3.60 
0.05 3.45 3.45 
-0.10 3.50 
-0.15 3.40 3.20 
-0.10 3.25 3.10 
-0.10 3.10 3.00 
-0.10 3.00 2.85 
-0.10 2.90 2.75 
-0.05 2.80 2,70 
0.00 2.00 1.95 
0.00 2.05 2.00 
0.00 2.10 2.05 
0.00 2.15 2.10 
0.00 2.20 2.10 
0.00 2.75 2.65 
0.00 2.80 2.70 
0.00 2.90 2.75 
0,00 2.95 2.85 
0.00 3.05 2.90 
0.00 3.10 3.00 
0.00 3.20 

3.05 
0.00 3.30 3.15 
0.00 3.40 3.25 
0.00 3.50 3.35 
0.00 3.60 3.45 
0.00 3.70 3.55 
0.00 3.85 

3.65 
0.00 3.95 3.75 
0.00 4.10 3.90 
0.00 4.25 4.05 
0.00 4.40 4,15 
0.00 4.55 

4.30 
0.00 4.75 4.50 
0.00 4.90 4.65 


1.05 2.70 
1.15 2.45 
0.05 3.40 
-0.10 3.45 
-0.15 3.35 
-0.10 3.20 
-0.10 3.10 
-0.10 | 2.95 
-0.10 2.85 
-0.05 2.75 
0.00 1.95 
0.00 2.00 
0.00 2.05 
0.00 2.10 
0.00 2.10 
0.00 

2.65 
0.00 2.70 
0.00 2.75 
0.00 

2.85 
0.00 2.90 
0.00 3.00 
0.00 3.05 
0.00 3.15 
0.00 3.25 
0.00 3.35 
0.00 3.45 
0.00 3.55 
0.00 

3.65 
0.00 3.75 
0.00 3.90 
0.00 4.05 
0.00 4.15 
0.00 4.30 
0.00 4.50 
0.00 4.65 


3.70 1.05 2.65 
3.55 1.15 2.40 
3.45 

0.05 3.40 
3.30 -0.10 3.40 
3.20 -0.15 3.35 
3:05 -0.10 3.15 
2.95 -0.10 3.05 
2.80 -0.10 2.90 
2.70 -0.10 2.80 
2.65 -0.05 2.70 

0.00 1.90 
1.95 0.00 1.95 
1.95 0.00 1.95 
2.00 0.00 2.00 
2.05 0.00 2.05 
2.55 0.00 2.55 
2.60 0.00 2.60 
2.65 0.00 2.65 
2.70 0.00 

2.70 
2.80 0.00 2.80 
2.85 0.00 2.85 
2.95 

0.00 2.95 
3.00 0.00 3.00 
3.10 0.00 3.10 
3.20 0.00 3.20 
3.25 0.00 3.25 
3.35 0.00 3.35 
3.45 0.00 3.45 
3.55 0.00 3.55 
3.70 0.00 3.70 
3.80 0.00 3.80 
3.95 0.00 3.95 
4.05 

0.00 

4.05 
4.20 0.00 4.20 
4.35 0.00 4.35 


3.20 


nun 


* Year 1 shall be the year of commissioning for generic tariffs 
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b . SHPs Commissioned during FY 2007-08 to 2008-09 


Upto 5 MW 


Above 5 and upto 

10 MW 


Above 10 and 
upto 15 MW 


Above 15 and 
upto 20 MW 


Above 20 and 
upto 25 MW 


Particulars 


GrossTariff 


8Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


GrossTariff 


Less:Accelerated 

Depreciation 


NetTariff 


3.60 


3.35 


3.55 


0.25 


3.30 


3:50 


0.25 


3.25 


3.45 


0.25 


3.20 


3.40 


0.25 


3.15 


3.75 


0.35 


3.40 


0.35 


3.40 


3.70 


0.35 


3.35 


3,65 


0.35 


3.30 


3.60 


0.35 


3.25 


3.75 


3.20 


. 


3.20 


3.05 


- 


3.05 


2.95 


- 


2.95 


2.85 


2.85 


2.70 


2.70 


2.70 


NI 


3.30 


1. Levellised (Entire 
Life) 
2 . 

1st 10 
Levellised 

yrs 
Balance 

life 
3. Annual Year 
Tariffs 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 


LU 


HII 


-- 


4.15 1.153:00 
4.00 1.25 2.75 
3.90 0.05 3.85 
3.75 -0.10 3.85 
3.65 -0.15 3.80 
3.50 -0.15 3.65 
3.40 -0.10 3.50 
3.30 -0.10 

3.40 
3.20 -0.10 3.30 
3.20 -0.05 3.25 
2.40 0.00 2.40 
2.45 0.00 2.45 
2.50 0.00 2.50 
2.60 0.00 2.60 
2.65 0.00 2.65 
3.30 0.00 3.30 
3.40 

3.40 
3.50 0.00 3.50 
3.60 0.00 3.60 
3.70 0.00.3.70 
3.85 0.00 3.85 
3.95 0.00 3.95 
4.10 0.00 4.10 
4.20 0.00 4.20 
4.35 0.00 4.35 
4.50 0.00 4.50 
4.70 0.004.70 
4.85 0.00 

4.85 
5.00 0.00 5.00 
5.20 0.00 5.20 
5.40 0.00 5.40 
5.60 0.00 5.60 
5.85 0.00 5.85 
6.10 0.00 6.10 
6.35 0.00 6.35 


I 


4.15 
4.05 
3.90 
3.75 
3.65 
3.50 
3.40 
3.25 
3.15 
3.10 
2.35 
2.40 
2.45 
2.50 
2.55 
3.20 
3.30 
3.40 
3.50 
3.60 
3.70 
3.80 
3.90 
4.05 
4.20 
4.30 
4.45 
4.60 
4.80 
4.95 
5.15 
5.35 
5.55 
5.75 


IIIIIIIIIIIIIITTL 


0.00 


1.15 3.00 
1.25 2.80 
0.05 3.85 
-0.10 3.85 
-0.15 3.80 
-0.15 3.65 
-0.10 3.50 
-0.10 3.35 
-0.10 3.25 
-0.05 3.15 
0.00 2.35 
0.00 2.40 
0.00 2.45 
0.00 2.50 
0.00 2.55 
0.00 3.20 
0.00 3.30 
0.00 3.40 
0.00 

3.50 
0.00 3.60 
0.00 

3.70 
0.00 3.80 
0.00 3.90 
0.00 4.05 
0.00 4.20 
0.00 4.30 
0.00 4.45 
0.00 4.60 
0.00 4.80 
0.00 4.95 
0.00 5.15 
0.00 5.35 
0.00 5.55 
0.00 5.75 
0.00 6.00 


HEIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII 


4.15 1.15 3.00 4.10 1.15 2.95 4.10 1.15 2.95 
4.00 1.25 2.75 3.95 

1.25 

3.95 1.25 2.70 
3.85 0.05 3.80 3.85 0.05 3.80 3.80 0.05 3.75 
3.75 -0.10 3.85 3.70 -0.10 3.80 3.65 -0.10 3.75 
3.60 -0.15 3.75 3.55 -0.15 

3.70 

3.50 -0.15 3.65 
3.50 -0.15 3.65 3.45 -0.15 3.60 3.40 -0.15 3.55 
3.35 -0.10 3.45 3.30 

-0.10 3.40 3.25 -0.10 3.35 
3.25 -0.10 3.35 3.20 -0.10 

3.10 -0.10 3.20 
3.10 -0.10 3.20 3.05 -0.10 3.15 3.00 -0.10 3.10 
3.05 -0.05 3.10 3.00 -0.05 

3.05 2.95 -0.05 3.00 
2.25 0.00 2.25 2.20 0.00 2.20 2.10 0.00 2.10 
2.30 0.00 2.30 2.25 0.00 2.25 2.15 0.00 2.15 
2.35 0.00 2.35 2.30 0.00 2.30 2.20 0.00 2.20 
2.40 0.00 2.40 2.35 0.00 2.35 2.25 0.00 2.25 
2.50 0.00 2.50 2.40 0.00 2.40 2.30 0.00 2.30 
3.10 0.00 3.10 3.00 0.00 3.00 2.85 0.00 2.85 
3.15 0.00 3.15 3.05 0.00 3.05 2.95 0.00 2.95 
3.25 0.00 3.25 3.15 0.00 3.15 3.00 0.00 3.00 
3.35 0.00 

3.35 3.20 0.00 3.20 3.10 0.00 3.10 
3.45 0.00 3.45 3.30 0.00 3.30 3.15 0.00 3.15 
3.55 0.00 3.55 3.40 0.00 3.40 3.25 0.00 3.25 
3.65 0.00 3.65 

3.50 0.00 3.50 3.30 0.00 3.30 
3.75 0.00 3.75 3.60 0.00 

3.60 

3.40 0.00 3.40 
3.85 0.00 3.85 3.70 0.00 3.70 3.50 0.00 3.50 
4.00 0.00 4.00 3.80 0.00 

3.80 

3.60 0.00 3.60 
4.10 0.00 4.10 3.90 0.00 3.90 3.70 0.00 3.70 
4.25 0.00 4.25 4.05 0.00 4.05 3.85 

0.00 3.85 
4.40 0.00 4.40 4.20 0.00 

4.20 3.95 0.00 3.95 
4.55 0.00 4.55 4.30 0.00 4.30 4.10 0.00 4.10 
4.70 0.00 4.70 4.45 0.00 

4.45 

4.20 0.00 4.20 
4.90 0.00 4.90 4.60 0.00 4.60 4.35 0.00 4.35 
5.05 0.00 5.05 4.80 0.00 4.80 4.50 

0.00 4.50 
5.25 0.00 5.25 4.95 0.00 4.95 4.65 0.00 4.65 
5.45 0.00 5.45 5.15 0.00 

5.15 4.85 0.00 4.85 
5.65 0.00 

5.65 

5.35 0.00 5.35 5.00 0.00 5.00 
* Year 1 shall be the year of commissioning for generic tariffs 


TTTT 
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A 


T 


26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 


LIIT 
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SHPs commissioned on or after 01.04.2009 . 


Upto 5 MW 


Above 5 and 
upto 10 MW 


Above 10 and 
upto 15 MW 


Above 15 and 
upto 20 MW 


Above 20 and 
upto 25 MW 


Particulars : 


4.20 


0.30 | 3.90 


4.10 


0.30 | 3.80 


3.95 


0.30 


3.65 


3.80 


0.25 


3.55 


3.65 


0.25 


3.40 


4.40 


0.40 


4.00 


4.30 


0.40 


3.90 


4.15 


0.35 


3.80 


4.00 


0.35 


3.65 


3.85 


0.35 


3.50 


1. Levellised 
( ( Entire Life ) 
2 . 

1st 10 
Levellised 

yrs 
Balance 

life 
3. Annual Year 
Tariffs 


3.65 


3.65 


3.45 


3.45.13.30 


3.30 3.10 


3.10 


2.95 


- 


- 


2.95 


1 


2 


। 


3 


. 


ויויויוי 


- 


4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22. 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 


4.90 1.35 3.55 4.80 1.35 3.45 4.65 1.30 ] 3.35 | 4.50 1.25 3.25 ] 4.35 

1.20 

3.15 
4.75 1.50 3.25 4.65 1.45 3.20 4.50 1.40 3.10 4.35 1.40 2.95 4.20 1.35 2.85 
4.60 

0.10 4.50 4.50 0.10 4.40 | 4.35 -0.10 4.25 4.20 0.10 4.10 4.05 0.05 04.00 
4.45 -0.15 4.60 | 4.35 -0.15 4.50 4.20 -0.15 | 4.35 | 4.05 -0.15 4.20 3.90 -0.154.05 
4.30 | -0.154.451 4.20 -0.1514.35 / 4.05 -0.15 / 4.2013.90 -0.15 

4.05 3.75 -0.15 | 3.90 
4.15 -0.15 4.30 4.05 | -0.15 4.20 3.95 -0.15 4.1013.80 -0.15 3.95 3.60 -0.15 3.75 
4.00 -0.15 4.15 3.90 -0.15 4.05 3.80 | -0.10 / 3.90 | 3.65 / -0.10 | 3.75 3.50 

-0.10 3.60 
3.85 -0.103.95 / 3.75 -0.10 3.85 3.65 -0.10 / 3.75 / 3.50 / -0.10 3.60 3.35 / -0.10 3.45 
3.70 -0.10 ] 3.80 3.65 -0.10 | 3.75 | 3.50 -0.103.6013.35 | -0.103.45 3.20 -0.10 ] 3.30 
3.65 -0.103.75 3.55 -0.10 | 3.65 3.45 -0.10 3.55 3.30 -0.10 ] 3.40 ] 3.15 -0.10 3.25 
2.75 0.00 2.75 2.65 0.00 2.65 2.55 0.00 2.55 2.40 0.00 2.40 2.30 0.00 2.30 
2.80 0.00 | 2.80 2.70 0.00 2.70 2.60 0.00 . 2.60 2.45 0.00 | 2.45 2.30 0.00 2.30 
2.90 0.00 2.90 2.75 0.00 2.75 2.65 0.00 2.6512.50 0.00 2.50 2.35 0.00 2.35 
2.95 0.00 2.95 2.85 0.00 2.85 2.70 0.00 2.70 | 2.55 0.00 2.55 2.40 0.00 2.40 
3.05 0.00 | 3.05 | 2.90 0.00 | 2.90 2.75 0.00 2.75 | 2.60 0.00 ] 2.60 

2.50 

0.00 / 2.50 
3.80 0.00 3.80 3.65 0.00 3.65 3.45 0.00 3.45 3.25 0.00 3.25 3.10 0.00 | 3.10 
3.90 0.00 3.90 3.70 0.00 3.70 3.55 0.003.55 | 3.35 0.00 3.3513.15 0.003.15 
4.00 0.00 4.00 | 3.85 0.00 / 3.85 | 3.65 0.00 3.65 / 3.45 0.00 3.45 / 3.25 0.00 | 3.25 
4.15 0.00 4.15 3.95 0.00 | 3.95 | 3.75 0.00 3.75 3.55 0.00 3.55 3.30 0.00 3.30 
4.25 0.00 4.25 4.05 0.00 4.05 3.85 0.00 3.85 3.60 0.00 3.60 3.40 0.00 3.40 
4.35 0.00 4.35 4.15 0.00 / 4.15 .] 3.95 0.00 3.95 | 3.70 0.00 3.70 / 3.50 0.00 3.50 
4.50 0.00 4.50 4.30 0.00 4.30 4.05 0.00 4.05 3.85 0.00 1 3.85 | 3.60 0.00 3.60 
4.65 0.00 4.65 4.40 0.00 4.404.20 0.00 4.20 3.95 0.00 3.95 3.70 0.00 3.70 
4.80 0.00 4.80 4.55 0.00 4.55 4.30 0.00 4.30 4.05 0.00 4.05 3.80 0.00 3.80 
4.95 4.95 4.70 0.00 

4.70 | 4.45 0.00 4.45 | 4.20 0.00 4.2013.90 0.003.90 
5:15 0.00 | 5.154.85 0.00 4.85 4.60 0.00 4.60 4.30 0.00 4.30 4.05 0.00 4.05 
5.30 0.00 5.30 5.05 0.00 5.05 4.75 0.0014.75 4.45 0.00 4.45 4.15 0.00 4.15 
5.50 0.00 | 5.50 5.20 0.00 | 5.2014.90 0.00 4.90 

4.60 0.00 4.60 / 4.30 0.001 4.30 
5.70 0.00 5.70 5.40 0.00 5.40 5.10 0.00 5.10 4.75 0.00 4.75 | 4.45 0.00 4.45 
5.90 0.00 5.90 5.60 0.00 5.60 5.25 0.001 5.25 4.95 0.00 4.95 | 4.60 0.00 4.60 
6.15 0.00 6.15 5.80 0.00 5.80 5.45 0.00 5.45 5.10 0.00 5.10 4.75 0.00 4.75 
6.35 0.00 6.35 6.00 

0.00 6.00 | 5.65 0.00 | 5.65 | 5.30 0.00 5.30 4.90 0.00 4.90 
6.60 0.00 6.60 6.25 0.00 6.25 5:85 0.00 5.85 ] 5.50 0.00 5.50 5.10 0.00 5.10 
6.90 0.00 6.90 6.50 0.00 6.50 6.10 0.00 6.10 5.70 0.00 5.70 5.30 0.00 5.30 
7.15 0.00 7.15 6.75 0.00 6.75 6.35 0.00 | 6.35 | 5.90 0.00 5.90 5.50 0.00 5.50 

* Year 1 shall be the year of commissioning for generic tariffs 


III... 


- 


0.00 


- 


----- 


| 


By theOrder ofthe Commission 


NEERAJSATI, 

Secretary. 


पी ० एस० यू० ( आर० ई ०) 27 हिन्दी गजट / 481 - भाग 1 - क -2014 ( कम्प्यूटर / रीजियो ) । 
मुद्रक एवम् प्रकाशक - अपर निदेशक , राजकीय मुद्रणालय, उत्तराखण्ड, रुड़की । 


